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O V are pleas'd in your late 
VI NDICATION @c. rela. 
ting to Mr. PILLONNIIERE, 
p. 50. to call upon me, and 
18 other of my brethren, 
to awake: and not con- 
9 your ſelf with repreſenting us as 
ſleepers, you inſinuate that we are in ſome 
profound lethargy. If this is really our caſe, all 
the world muſt juſtify you as acting a neigh- 


bourly and friendly part, in uſing means to 


awake us. But I hope to convince you by 
this Letter, that you had no ground for your 
ſuggeſtions; and that ſuch a' fine flouriſh 
would have appear'd much handſomer in a 
declamation of one of your ſcholars, than it 
does in a Treatiſe of a Doctor of Divinity con- 
cerning a grave controverſy. I know tis not 


eaſy for the diſſenters to eſcape the cenſures 
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of ſome men; but I hope I may at this time, 


ſince I dont write till I am call'd upon to 
do it. But whatever cenſure I fall under, I 
depend upon my having one advocate among 
the churchmen, I mean your ſelf, who have 
invited me to intermeddle in this affair. 


1 have no deſign of undertaking the de- 


fence of that excellent perſon, againſt whom 
ſo much clamour has been lately raiſed. His 
Lordſhip has ſo eaſily and fully vindicated 


himſclf, and triumph'd over the malice and 
baſe uſage of his adverſaries, to their confu- 


ſion and the ſatisfaction of the world; that 
the diſingenuous conſtructions that are till 
put upon what he has ſaid, are. not likely to 
be much regarded: and whoever are his ad- 
verſaries, tis evident his Lordſhip needs no 
ſecond, 

Nor do I intend to meddle with Mr. Pillon- 
niereꝰs character, to which I am an utter ſtran- 
ger, knowing nothing of him, but what has 
lately been publiſh'd to the world. He has given 
notice, that he deſigns ſhortly to vindicate 
himſelt; and he is certainly the propereſt 
perſon, and moſt concern'd-to do it. 

But there are ſeveral things in your Treatiſe 
relating to the diſſenters, which you had no 
occaſion t bring in: aud theſe ly: ſhall be 
conſider d in this "1 


. 


(5) 


And in. the firſt place, I will examine the 
truth of what you aſſert, with reference to 
our notions of you. Thus you expreſs your 
ſelf, p. 53. © But is there any reſemblance to 
© be found of ſuch tyrannical and arbitrary 
© treatment [as that of the church of Rome] 


© in the conduct of the church of England, 


* coward thoſe who are cauſeleſly gone out 
ce from her? Do they ſo much as pretend, 
© that the terms of her communion are ſin- 
ce ful, or contrary to the ſcripture ? No: the 
ce great body of them have publicly declar'd 
© in their wricings, and teſtify'd by their fre- 
© quent practice, that they can communicate 
with us, without grieving their conſcien- 


ces, or being guilty of any unlawful com- 


e pliance; tho' not ſo much to their edifica- 
„tion, as they perſuade themſelves they can 
& do in ſeparate aſſemblies. 

As to tyrannical and arbitrary treatment, I 
ſhall have occaſion to ſpeak of ic by and by, 
and therefore for the preſent paſs it. But how 
could you ſuggeſt, we dont ſo much as pretend 
the terms of your communion are ſinful? Where do 
you find any diſſenters, who queſtion the ſin- 
fulneſs of the terms of communion with refe- 
rence to baptiſm ? Do (I think I may ſay) 
any of them reckon the ſign of the croſs in 


baptiſm lawful? Do any of them ſuppoſe it 


lawful 


929 
lawful to procure godfathers and god- 
mothers to anſwer for their children, ac- 


cording to the preſcrib'd form? I hard- 
ly believe you will be able to produce 


the great body of them vouching for this : 


tho' I ſuppoſe you will not deny, that ſinful 
terms of communion in either ſacrament will! 


- warrant a ſeparation. Tis true, ſeveral have 
declar'd by their writings, and others by their 
practice, that they can without grieving 


their conſciences, or without any compliance 


they think ſinful, communicate with you in 
the other ſacrament. But theſe are ſo few 
comparatively, that they hardly deſerve to be 
call'd the great body of the diſſenters. I am 
apt to think many of the diſſenters look up- 


on kneeling at the ſacrament unlawful, how- 
ever they take not upon them to judge thoſe. 


who are otherwiſe perſuaded. And you may 
depend upon it, that the great body of the 


diſſenters judge the terms of communion to be 
ſinfully impoſed ; the natural conſequence of 
which is, that they can't but look upon them 


ſelves as obliged not to comply with them. 
Beſides, ſince you was endeavouring to com- 
mend your communion by the opinion of 
your adverſaries, you ought to have repre- 
ſented their judgment a little more fairly, 


and to have told the world, that as we are all 


agreed 


agreed that the 4 confor- 


mity are ſinful; ſo we think it the people's 


duty to adhere to thoſe miniſters who ho- 
neſtly refuſe them, rather than to thoſe who 
in our judgment ſinfully comply with them. 
It was not therefore fair to repreſent us, as 
laying the whole ſtreſs of our ſeparation up- 
on the buſineſs of better edification. 

In the next place, I will take notice of a 
paſſage or two you have concerning your 
church, p. 55. Has ſhe, ſay you, ever attemp- 
© ted to propagate her worſhip by barbarous 
and bloody methods?” 

Now I cannot but wonder how you could 
make a queſtion of this? A man muſt have lit- 


tle knowledge of the hiſtory of the church of 


England,who does not know, how barbarouſly 
ſhe us d to perſecute the poor diſſenters, while 
the penal laws were in force: wherein, if I 
miſtake not, ſne attempted to propagate her 
worſhip. How many families has ſhe ruin'd 
by plundering them ? And how many has ſhe 
deſtroyed in naſty jails, for worſhipping 
God in a way different from her own? Nay, 


. ſhe has hanged men for oppoſing her worſhip, 


burnt them for hereſy. And the law for 
burning heretics, which had its riſe in the po- 
piſh church of England, continued in force ag 
a law in the proteſtant church. of England, till 
= | it 
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it was repealed in King Charles the ſecond's 
reign. 

Another queſtion you ask is: Has ſhe 

* aimed at ſetting up a court of inquiſition to 
* extort from men, by the moſt exquiſite ſe- 
ce verities, a confeſſion of thoſe inward ſen- 
ce timents, which had never diſcover'd them- 
& ſelves by any outward acts?“ 

Tho' the exquiſite ſeverities of the popiſh 
inquiſition have not been uſed among us, as 
they have not likewiſe in ſome countries of 
that communion ; yet the ſeverity of a cloſe 
and hard impriſonment has been inſtead there- 
of, to ſerve the ſame ſort of purpoſe as the 
inquiſition. And when the biſhops proceed- 
ed by the oath ex officio, they did not much 
vary from the method of the inquiſition. My 
Lord Treaſurer Burleigh, in Queen Elizabeth's 
time, had no better opinion of Archbiſhop 
Whitgift's articles upon which he uſed to ex- 
amine men. His words are very-remarkable 
concerning them. The articles, ſays be, 
* I have read, and find them ſo curiouſly 
© pen'd, ſo full of branches and circumſtan- 
ces, that I think the inquiſitions of Spain uſe 
not ſo many queſtions to comprehend and 
te entrap their preys.— But I conclude, 
* that according to my ſimple judgment, 
*© this kind of proceeding is too much ſavour- 
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ee ing of the Romiſh inquiſition, and is rather 

ce device to ſeek for offenders, than to re- 
ce form any. Fuller's Ch. Hiſt. Book ix. p. 155. 
Such an opinion had that accompliſh'd ſtateſ- 
man of thoſe methods, in which you, Sir, 
take upon you to vindicate your church. 
Nor do I much wonder to ſee the adyocates 
for perſecution ſo poſitive in juſtifying their 
party. For as a ſuppoſition of infallibility 
is the only plauſible ground upon which men 
can perſecute ; ſo tis natural for perſons, when 
they would defend perſecution, to have re- 
courſe to that ſuppoſition. I am greatly mi- 
taken, if it would not much better become 
the friends of the church, to acknowledge 
and bewail the grievous miſtake ſhe has been 
guilty of; than ſo roundly to vouch for her 
innocence, in defiance to matter of fact. 
When I meet with ſuch paſſages, which are 
not unuſual in your writers, it often brings 
to my mind the gentlewoman in the Pro- 
werbs, chap. XXX. 30. Who eateth and wipeth 
her moutb, and ſaith, I have done no wickedneſs. 
You are pleaſed to call your proper ſanctions, 
the lighteſt cenſures, and the moſt inconſiderable 
negative diſcouragements, and legal incapacities, 
that were ever enacted for the defence of any na- 
tional church, without which ns eccleſiaſtical eſta- 
lihment can piii fk. 
B And 
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And tis no great wonder that you, who feel 
nothing of them, can talk ſo lightly of them. 
But was there an eſtabliſnment that your 
conſcience would not ſuffer you to comply 
with, you would not think it ſuch a triffe 
to loſe all your preferments, and eſpecially if 
you had nothing elſe to live upon. This was 
the caſe of many, who were turn'd out of 


their places by the occaſional conformity act, 


who loſt thereby the means of ſubſiſting their 


families, and that tho they had legally pur- 


chaſed thoſe places. And whatever gloſs you 
may pleaſe to put upon your ſanctions; yet 


he muſt have a mean and baſe ſpirit with a 
_ witneſs, who is not ſenſible of the heavy 
load of diſgrace that is laid upon us by them. 
Men muit be paſt all ſenſe of ſhame, if they 
can think as lightly of their being thus uſed, 


as you ſpeak of it. And what can be more 
barbarous, than to take away from us the 
education of our children? Is this one of 
your proper ſanctions too? And how groſſy 
do you miſrepreſent things, when you pre- 
tend theſe cenſures to be lighter,than were ever 
enacted for the defence of any national church? Are 
there any like them in the Dutch churches? 


Or would you yourſelf be willing, that the 


national church of Scotland ſhould in this re- 


ſpet be ſet upon an equal foot with you 
own? 1 1 


f 


» 
a Gees , uo 


77... ESE EA 


(IT) 


I ſhould not have thought it worth while 
to have given you trouble for theſe paſlages, 
were it not that I apprehended there are 
ſome things elſe in your Treatiſe which de- 
ſerve cenſure. And I ſhall now proceed 
to them. 

The great deſign of the Letter you have 
contrived for Mr. Pillonniere, is to make men 
believe he is ſtill a Jeſuit in diſguiſe; to 
waich purpoſe his plea for mens liberty to 
judge for themſelves, and his ſevere invectives 
agaiaſt p-rſccution and perſecuters are art- 


fully alleg'd by you. What the Gentleman 


is, and what his deſigns are, he knows beſt 
himſelf: nor am I at all concern'd to enquire. 
But this is what I ſhall endeavour to ſhew 
you; that his pleading for ſuch a liberty, and 
againſt perſccution, cannot reaſonably be 
made an argument of his being a Jeſuit. And 
this I do, not ſo much for his ſake, as for 
the ſake of others, whether out of the church 
of England, or in it, who are as well affect- 
ed to the proteſtant cauſe as any men in the 
world. If Mr. Pillonniere had pleaded for 


ſuch a toleration, as extends to men who ac- 


knowledge a foreign head, who ſhould have 


a power to abſolve men from their oaths, 


and free them from their allegiance to tem- 


poral princes ; or if he had argued againſt 
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the power of the magiſtrate to ſecure the ci- 
vil ſtate, againſt ſuch principles or practices as 
are pernicious in their own nature to it; I 
ſhould have been as ready as yourſelf to ſu. 
ped him of a Jeſuitical deſign. But I do not find 
by any thing you cite from him, that he car- 


ries the matter farther than the beſt proteſtant 


friends of liberty have done. And the repre- 
ſenting ſuch a plea as Jeſuitical, appears ro me 
a wounding the cauſe of liberty, and the re- 
formation, thro? Mr. Pillonniere's ſides. And 
my reaſons, why I can't eſteem his conduct 
in this reſpect to be any evidence of his be- 
ing a Jeſuit, are ſuch as theſe. 

I. Becauſe his plea is againſt that, which 
has been all along manifeſtly moſt ſerviceable 


to advance the popiſh, and weaken the pro- 


teſtant intereſt among us. When the writers 
of the church ſide apologize for the ſeverity 
chey have uſed toward diſſenters, they fre- 
quently lay the blame upon the papiſts, who 
imploy'd this ſtratagem to exaſperate the 


minds of proteſtants one againſt another, in 


order to ruin both ſides. And had it not been 
for the bitterneſs of our adverſaries againſt 
us, which may well be ſuppos d to have made 
us think hard of them, we had not pro- 
bably been ſo often in . of being over- 


run with popery. The maxim of our com- 
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mon enemies has been to divide us, and in- - 


flame us one againſt another, that they might 
the eaſter deſtroy us both. Nor have they 
ever had conſiderable ſucceſs in any other 
way. How then can it be thought that a 
perſon's arguing, that proteſtants ſhould not 


perſecute one another, is a ſign of his being 
a Jeſuit ? 


If it be alleg'd, That tis ordinary with the 
Jeſuits to have agents in oppoſite parties, and 
to promote quite oppoſite intereſts and princi- 
ples : I will not deny it. But then it muſt be re- 
member'd, that this will fall as heavily upon 


your own party, as it can upon that which 


you are oppoſing. Nay ſince perſecution is 


much more likely to ſerve their cauſe, than 
a general toleration of proteſtants ; their 
ſtrongeſt efforts muſt probably then be for 


that ſide of the queſtion which you have 


taken, and your own argument may bring 


ſome of your friends under a ſuſpicion. *Tis 


not unlikely, that the Jeſuits have at the 


ſome time ſtir'd up ſome to a zeal for perſe- 
cution, and on the other ſide pretended to 


call earneſtly for toleration. But then the 
only toleration they were for, was ſuch as 


would comprehend themſelves. I queſtion 
very much, whether any probable inſtance 


can be given, of their taking the ſide of any 
other 
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other toleration. Now ſince Mr. Pillonniere 
ſeems plainly againſt this, and thinks the ſe- 
cular power ſhould be uſed againſt choſe who 
are (as the papiſts are) for perſecution, ac- 
cording to what you cite from him, p. 16. 
there ſeems to me much more reaſon to 


think, if the Jeſuits have any thing to do 


in the preſent controverſy, it muſt be for 
the promoting your principles, rather than 
his. | 

2. Mr. Fillomiere's pleading for liberty, and 
oppoſing perſecution, can't reaſonably be in- 
terpreted to proceed from an affection to po- 
pery, or J=ſuiciſm ; becauſe he hereby ſecks 
to deprive them of the moſt plauſible vindi- 
cation, or excuſe, which they can have, for 
one of the worſt things belonging to their 
religion. Cruelty is doubtleſs one of the 
worſt things among them, and has created 
more prejudice in the minds of proteſtants 
againſt them, than any one thing beſide. 


There is nothing about which they have 


more reaſon to ſoften mens minds. And 
what can be more plauſible to this purpoſe, 
than to appeal to the practice of proteſtants? 


For why ſhould not the puniſhing men with 


fines, impriſonment, or death, be counted 
as cruel among proteſtants, as papiſts? Nay 
have not the papiſts here ſome advantage over 
the 
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the proteſtants ; as they can better reconcile 

their practice with there profeſs'd principle, 

than proteſtants can? What other principle can 

men go upon in perſecuting their neighbours, 

than this; that they being themſelves infalli- 
bly in the right, tis not lawful to differ from 
them? Muſt it not be very unaccountable 
for men to perſecute others for not being of 
their minds, when they can't be certain, 
whether they are not themſelves miſtaken ? 
Now the papiſts act with ſome conſiſtency 
when they perſecute, becauſe they pretend 
to ſuch an infallibility ; but when proteſtants 
perſecute, they are ſo abſurd, as to act up- 
on that very principle which they renounce. 
And when do papiſts argue with more 
ſtrength for perſecution, than when their 
arguments are ad hominem, from the practice 
of proteſtants? I canaot therefore think a 
man acts like a Jeſuit, when he is wreft- 


ing from them the moſt plauſible plea they 


can uſe for themſelves. 

3. Mr. Pillonniere's conduct in this matter 
does not ſeem to me an evidence of his af- 
fection to popery, or Jeſuitiſm; becauſe he 
plainly eſtabliſnes the great and only foun- 
dation, upon which the reformation can be 
defended. If every man has a right to judge 
for himſelf, then no one ought to be mo- 

1 leſted 
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ieſted or puniſh'd for his doing ſo; provided 
his principle, or practice, does not interfere 


with the ſafety of the ſtate: and according 


to this principle, who ever ſees cauſe upon 


examination to forſake popery, is to be pro- 
tected in his doing ſo. And thus the refor- 


mation appears to be the moſt reaſonable 
thing in the world. But now if we ſuppoſe 
the reverſe of this, and that men may be per- 
ſecuted for judging for themſelves, and then 
following their own judgments; the conſe- 
quence muſt be, that they have no right ſo 
to judge. And what warrant then could 
they have for leaving popery e Why might 
not the clergy then in poſſeſſion as well 
deny the people this power, as the preſent 
clergy can now pretend to do it? Why, for 
inſtance, am I more bound to acquieſce in 
the preſent clergy's interpretations of that 
text, Let all things be done decently and in order, 
and ſome of others, upon which they ground 
their Articles; than people were at the re- 
formation, in the interpretations which the 
popiſh clergy gave of thoſe texts, This is my 
body, and, Thou art Peter, &c ? In ſhort: 
either the people have this right, or they 
have not. If they have, they did but uſe it 
at the reformation, and they muſt be juſtified 
in what they did. If they have nor, the 
refor- 
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reformation can never be juſtifyd; ſince 
they manifeſtly aſſumed ſuch a right, and 
acted upon it. And ſhould any man then be 
reputed a papiſt, or a Jeſuit, for aſſerting the 
main and only defenſible foundation of the 
reformation ? Certainly there is much more 
reaſon to ſufpe thoſe who undermine: that 
foundation, and act as cho' they would be- 
tray the cauſe to its adverſaries, 

4. If Mr. Pillonniere in this plays the Je- 


lie he ſeems to me to be the ſillieſt that 


ever belong'd to that order; becauſe he 
pleads for that, which is probably the moſt 
effectual way to baffle all the deſigns of the 
Pretender, the papiſts, and Jefuits againſt us. 
The only thing which ſeems wanting to 
compleat our ſecurity, is to lay our inteſtine 
heats and animoſities. If we were friendly 
and neighbourly with one another at home, 
I ſee no reaſon we could have to fear any 
thing from abroad. But what can contri- 
bute more to this end, than the aboliſhing all 
the remains of perſecution among us? Wen 
one party has a power of oppreffing ano- 
ther, heats and animoſities on both ſides are 
unavoidable. This is our caſe at this day. 


Tory magiſtrates, and pariſh officers, think 

they have a right to oppreſs their neighbours, 
who differ from them: and they do it te pur- 

C poſe 
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poſe thro the kingdom. But if every man's 


right to chuſe his religion was eſtabliſh'd by 
law, and all diſcouragements were remov'd, 
every one would live quietly, without envy- 
ing his neighbour the right he enjoys him- 
ſelf. This is the happineſs of the Dutch con- 
ſtitution; neighbours quarrel not among 
them for their differing ſentiments in religion. 
And were we ſo happy as to be ſet upon the 
like, or a better foot, there would be an end 
of thoſe animoſities, which have ſo often 
threatned us with ruin. We ſhould not 
then be expos'd to the inſults of mobs; nor 
would the ſenſeleſs multitude pretend to di- 
ctate to others in religion, when the power 
of the clergy in that caſe was diſcarded. 
I cannot therefore ſuſpe& a man as a papiſt, 
or Jeſuit in maſquerade, meerly for his plead- 
ing for what would be ſo ſerviceable againſt 
Popery. | 

F. Tis notorious in fact, that ſuch as are 
beſt affected to popery are the bittereſt ene- 


mies to thoſe principles, which Mr. Pillon- 


niere has advanced; and that is an argument 
with me, he is not deſigning to ſerve a popiſh 
intereſt by them. We have not long ſince 
had a full evidence, whom the papiſts look 
upon the moſt likely to ſerve their cauſe: 
If the thing had been doubtful before, yet 

their 
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their late conjunction with the tories in mob- 
ing, and fighting in the open field, is a de- 
monſtration, that they expect ſucceſs in their 
undertakings by their aſſiſtance. And are 
not all theſe to a man enemies to Mr. Pillon- 
niere s notions, and to all that eſpouſe them? 
Who ever hears a papiſt, or a tory, ſpeak one 
ſingle word in favour of ſuch aſſertions? 
And are not they as likely as any men to 
ſee what is for the intereſt of the Pre- 
tender? | 

I know it may be ſaid, there are ſome 
friends of the government, who are offend- 
ed with the Biſhop of Bangor, and Mr. Pillon- 
niere, for ſuch opinions. But I think I may 
ſafely anſwer, they are commonly, at leaſt, 
very awkward ones. However, if the go- 
vernment may be ſuppos'd capable of judg- 
ing beſt, who are their moſt hearty friends, 
I ſuppoſe twill not be diſputed they dont 
eſteem theſe men as ſuch. 

Upon the whole therefore, I can't ſee you 
had any reaſon from Mr. Pillonniere's writing 
for liberty, and againſt perſecution, to ſug- 
geſt he is acting the part of a Jeſuit: much 
leſs had you any juſt occaſion, upon his ac- 
count, to make ſuch unfair inſinuations, as 
you do, concerning one of the brighteſt or- 
naments of your own church, who has been 
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the object of popiſh and tory. ſpite, when 
their cauſe was moſt triumphant. I ſhall ex- 
pect to ſee it a little better made out, that 
perſecution among proteſtants is a diſſervice 
to popery; before I ſhall believe, the plead- 
ing for it is an argument of a man's being a 
good proteſtant; or, that the pleading a- 
gainſt it is a ſign of a perſon's being a Je- 
ſuit, or of his advancing popery. 

The next paſſage I ſhall take notice of, 
is in the Letter you have devis'd in Mr. Pil- 
lonniere's name, where you bring him in 
ſpeaking after this manner concerning us, p, 
67. © You remember, my reverend fathers, 

how when our hopes were at the height 

about thirty years ago, our cauſe miſcar- 
ried thro' the obſtinacy of thoſe heretics, 
their unanimity among themſelves, and 
their influence over the people. But the 
caſe is now far otherwiſe, and our proſpect 
much more promiſing. The presbyteri- 
ans gave us no diſturbance on that former 
' occaſion, and they give us as little now, 

They ſit tamely and contentedly, whilſt 

they hear Calvin and presbytery reproach'd, 

and ſay nothing ito defend them; nor has 

a ſingle man among Gi mm his pen 

in 2 controverſy, in which the whole 
- pretended | frame of their church. ner 
| © ment 
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ment is manifeſtly ſtruck' at.” But we poſ- 


E 
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© nothing more than the ſubverſion of the 


church of England, which when they have 
lent us a helping hand to effect, they will 
themſelves be an caſy conqueſt ? 

You will excuſe me, Sir, if I attribute 
this paſſage to your unhappy temper, which, 
as you have ſatisfied the world, leads you to 
pick up reproaches and calumnies upon ſlight 
grounds, Tis evident from your own words, 
we have not given you the leaſt provocation. 
For what provocation could there be, in our 
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not intermeddling in a controverſy which you 


are managing among yourſelves? However 
tis 2 pleaſure to us to find, you have ho- 
nour'd us with ſuch good company in deal» 
ing out your reproaches. And indeed I think 
that is the only piece of juſtice you have done 
us. For men of ſenſe and candor are not 
likely much to regard what you ſay of us, 
who are not of your church; when they ob- 
ſerve, how bountifully you beſtow your re- 


proaches upon ſome of the beſt men that are 


in it. And if I imagin'd you deſign'd this as 
a weapon ſalve for the wound you give us, I 
ſhould think myſelf obliged to acknowledge 
the favour, But as the caſe appears, we are on- 
ly indebted to the wiſdom of providence, that 
takes the wiſe in their own craftineſs. Nor 


ſeſs them with a belief, that we aim at 
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Nor can TI think you are much concern'd 
for us, that during the late turbulent times 
we have loſt ſo many friends, and have ſo 
few left among our proteſtant brethren ; or 
that it was upon that account you would run 
back thirty years to find out ſomewhat in 
our conduct, that might procure us ſome po- 
piſn friends inſtead of them. I can eafily 
perceive your deſign herein was to inflame 
'your own church againſt us, while you knew 
we diſdain d the friendſhip you would palm 
upon us. As to the ſtory itſelf, it has been 
anſwered over and over; and I may refer the 
reader to what I have ſaid of it myſelf, Vin- 
dicat. Part I. p. 266 However I dont won- 
der at ſuch a man as Dr. Snape, for _—— 
it up afreſh againſt us. 

But what occaſion, I beſecch you, could 
you have, to repreſent the whole frame of our 
church government as manifeſtly truck at by the 
controverſy you are ingaged in, that is, by 
thoſe men you write againſt ? The pleas uſed 
againſt perſecution, and in behalt of mens 
judging for themſelves in religion, and the 
aſſerting that Chriſt is the only king of 
his church, who has a power to make laws 
relating to conſcience and eternal ſalvati- 

on; theſe, I ſay, can't do the leaſt preju- 
dice to us. The government we plead for, 
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Chriſt. We pretend not to a power to re- 4 
quire more of men, than Chriſt has done; 
or to inflict any penalties, but thoſe which 
are purely ſpiritual ; that is, to exclude men 
our communion, when they act in a manifeſt 
contrariety to the laws of Chriſt. We are _ 
not for calling in the civil magiſtrate, to give . 9 
virtue and force to our cenſures. How then 9 
can the frame of our government be ſtruck 5 
at? If no religious ſocieties among us had 
any other incouragement from the ſtate, but | 
that of protection, your church-government S N 
could not ſubſiſt, as you ſee plainly ours does. 0 
And therefore your aſſertion, that the whole 
pretended frame of our church government 
is manifeſtly ſtruck at in the preſent contro- 
verſy, can be excuſed from being a groſs pre- 
varication by no other pretence, but this; 
that in that notable Letter you are perſona- 
ting a Jeſuit, that is, one who has no regard | 
to truth in any thing he ſays. 8 = WY 
I come now to the great complaint you 
make againſt us: That we have heen filent v5 
in the preſent controverſy : and that, while. 4% 
Mr. Calvin and presbytery are reproach d by = 
Mr. Pillonniere. | 8 
And as to the former part of the combs | 


con- 
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controverſy: I can't but wonder how it could 


drop from you. Certainly you could not have 
taken us to be aſl:ep, or in a profound letbargy, 
but muſt have thought us to be done right 
diſtracted, if we had appear'd on your ſide 
of the queſtion, and pleaded in vindication 
of perſecution · The great offence which 
my Lord of Bangor has given is, that he has 
laid the ax to the root of perfecution ; and 
one would have thought, you might have de- 
pended upon it, that we were not diſpleaſed 
with him for it. Tho' perſecution is a very 
improper means of convincing perſons in all 
other caſes ; yet it ſeems to be the moſt ready 
way of ſatisfying men, that tis itſelf a grie- 
vous and unſufferable abomination. How 
then could you expect that we ſhould ſtand 
up in the defence of that, which your own 
church has long ago moſt effectually demon- 
ſtrated to us to be a great evil, making it plain 
to our very ſenſe and feeling? Tho' fuch as 
are warm in their neſts, and in no danger 
of ſuffering, may try their wits in endea- 
youring to talk plauſibly in the behalf of 
ſuch a miſchief; yet ſhould we, upon whom 
alone it muſt fall, ſhould we, I ſay, ſpeak a 
word in vindication of it, we muſt act like 
men bereft of all underſtanding. , However, 


I muſt needs own, it was crafty enough in 
you 
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you to put us upon it; fince it would be this 


beft vinditaribn poſſible of all your paſt per- 
ſecutiohs : for let them have been ever ſo 
ſevere, they have not been ſevere enough, if 
they have left us one favourable thought of 
the evil itſelf. Aſſure yourfelf, Sir, we hearti- 
ly rejoice, when ſuch admirable pens, as 
thoſe of the Biſhop of Bangor, Dr. Whithy, 
Mr. Syker, Mr. Burner, and Mr. Pyle, are im- 
ploy'd in the defence of that truth, of which 
the gentletnen of your principles have 
throughly fatisfied us long ago. They will 
never meet with any diſeouragement from us, 
while we are in our ſenſes. May they ſtill 
go on, and proſper. 

1 ſhall yet have further occaſion to ſpeak 
of this matter, in conſidering the other part 
of your complaint, and that is: That we 
ate ſilent while Calvin and presbytery ate re- 
proached. 

And in anſwer to this, I deſire the reader 
to obſerve, that when hard and unjuſt re- 
flections have been eaſt upon Calvin on other 
occaſions; we have not been backward to 
ſpeak in his defence. And I can refet hete to 
my Vindication of the Diſſenters, Part I. p. 20. 
Sr. as a ſufficient proof of my aſſertion. 
And what I have ſaid of this nature, has 


been pleaſing to our brethren abroad. Tis 
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but reaſonable therefore to ſuppoſe, we ſhould 
have readily done the ſame, if we appre- 

hended there was equal occaſion for it. But 
the caſe ſeems to me to be quite otherwile. 
The great occaſion of your complaint a- 
gainſt us for our ſilence, is taken ſrom Mr. 
Pillonniere's French Tranſlations of ſome pieces 
writ in Engliſh. Now it might reaſonably 
enough be ſuppoſed, that Engliſb readers 
ſhould know nothing at all of theſe Tranſla- 
tions, There are few who value tranſlations 
of modern writers, who are able to read 
them in the language in which they write ; 
and eſpecially when they write in a perſon's 
mother-rongue. *Tis not improbable, that 
Dr. Snape would hardly have look'd into 
theſe Tranſlations, had he not been hunting 

for matter of reproach againſt the author. 
He might therefore well have imagined, 
that we, having no ſuch occaſion, had never 
inquir'd after them. For my own part, I 
remember, when I took notice of the Ad- 
wvertiſements in the printed papers, I had no 
curioſity of ſeeing his Traſations, having 
before read the originals. They are in- 
deed deſign'd for thoſe who cannot read 


| _ Engliſh, and few elſe are likely to regard 
them. 
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| Beſides, as the things complain'd of have 


appear'd only in French, we diſſenters could 


not look upon ourſelves much obliged to 


examin them. There are enow of the 


French nation among us, who are able to re- 
ply to any unworthy refleQions upon Calvin, 
and others of the firſt reformers, or upon 
presbytery ; and who are as much concern d 
to do it, as FORTE Nay, they are more 
concern'd : for the poiſon lying only in 
their — our people are not much ex- 
poſed to the danger of being infected; nor 


would our writing, unleſs what we wrote 


were likewiſe tranſlated, be a proper re- 
medy for the malady. So that you had really 


no oecaſion at all, when you were tranſlating 
Mr. Pillomiere's works; to interrupt the ſenſe 


by that apoſtrophe you are pleaſed to uſe, 


5. 50. Awake, ye Calamys, ye Peirces, ye 


< Bradburys, what, all in a profound lethar- 
* gy, When your own honour, and that 
of Calvin is thus at ftake! ” And again, 
p. Fr. © Once more awake, ye ſleepers.” 
But I don't only inſiſt upon the language 
in which Mr. Pillonniere wrote. Had he writ 
againſt perſecution, and reflected upon Calvin 
for it in any other language, it would have 
"on * unjuſt i in you to expect we ſhould 
. under- 
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undertake to defend him. And for this I 
will give you a few plain reaſons. 

1. You cannot be ignorant, that we never 
profeſs d a religious adherence to the opinion 
of Calvin, or any, other uninſpird writer 
whatever. You-know; in the whole progreſs 
of the controverfy Which has lain between 
you and us, we have always declar'd, that we 
acknowledge no other rule but the holy ſeri. 
ptures; and that let ho will vouch for a 
thing, their authority, without reaſon or 
ſcripture, is of no conſequence j in order ta 
decide any controverſy in religion, We are 
not indeed diſpleas d, when we can producs 
the judgment of eminent and extragrdinary, 
perſons, as concurring. with our own, Eyery 
one is glad, when by ſuch a methad he can 
clear himſelf from all ſuſpicion of an affected 
ſingularicy ; and particularly Calvins emix 
nent ſervices in the church of God will al- 
ways render his name precious to us. We 
cannot but value him, for the truth which 10 
God uſed him as a means of bringing to light, 
But will that warrant pur taking ching upon 
truſt from him without examination? Na 
ſurely, we eſteem him as an excellent perſon, 
but yet a fallible one; and never pretend ta 
- undertake the | ans of any thing merely . 
because he ſaid, or did it. We follow him, 
428 
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as far as we perceive he followed Chriſt; and 
we leave him, where we think he left chat 
great pattern. But is thera no poſlibility of 
valuing 3 man, without making an oracle af 
him? And why ſhould we be thaught mete 
oblig d to defend Calvin, in all his principles 
and practices; than you are to defend Craxr 
mer, and any af our Erglifb reformers, in like 
manner? or, than you are to defend all that 
is to be met wich in the primitive writers, 
whom many of you acknowledge as a ſecon- 
dary rule, acting too, as tho you wauld ob: 
trude them upon us as a primary ens, upon 
whoſe practices and interprezatians of ſeri- 
pture we might warrantably build aur own? 
Cartainly men have been tod much led by 
an implicit faith amang all parties of chriſti- 
ang: and *cis high time naw to gifcard all 
uncertain and falible autherivies, and to de: 
pand upon plain reaſon and ſariptute. I am 
glad, when I ſeq that mea and ſarv ile tem- 
per gives way to à mare gable and gene ro 
Way of thinking; and man. ſeek to goverg 
chsir faich; and practice no n the great 
names of mat, churches, countils,, eanvoeattr 
ont, or gſſemblias; but by che any rule, the 
word of Gag. This 15 what We have always 
profels'dz- and I am much miſtaken, if wg 
aue likely ta be moved . 

ave 


„ „ 


have brought to the contrary. We ean't ſee 
that the cauſe of ſlavery thrives under your 
management, which is a mean defence againſt 
a noble and brave oppoſition. We rejoice to 
ſee the foundations ſhaken and the fabric 
ſinking, as we never doubted but it would 
ſometime or other. We are pleaſed to ſee 
you are ſenſible your skill fails you, and that 
you begin to cry out for help. And believe 


it, we will not, at this time of day, abandon a 


noble principle which we have always held, 
either to gratify your perſecuting humour,or 
even to ſecure the reputation of our much 
admir'd Calvin. h 
2. You cannot but know, that as we ne- 
ver profeſsd to make Calvins judgment the 
ſtandard of truth, ſo we have always teſtified 
our diſlike of ſome of his opinions; and 
therefore you was very unreaſonable, in ex- 
pecting that we ſhould undertake to defend 
him in every thing. I will here mention 
one opinion of his, which *tis well known 
has been always diſagreeable to us; and that 
is concerning the Lord's- day. You never knew 
any of us profeſs an approbation of his do- 
ctrine in this reſpect, or the practice of the 
church of Geneva, which is founded there- 
on. Is not this then a full evidence, that 
we dont take Calvin for our rule, or make 
any 
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any difficulty of differing from him? Could 
you know we have conſtantly condemn'd his 
opinion in this matter; and yet think we 
look'd upon our ſelves bound to defend 
him in every thing he ſaid, or did? I could 
mention other inſtances beſide this of our 
differing from him, who have therefore had 


his authority caſt in our teeth by our adver- 


ſaries: but a little reflection will ſoon latisfy 


you this is enough for our purpoſe. 


3. As you could not but know we differ'd 
from Calvin in ſome things, fo you had all 
the reaſon in the world to think, we eſpeci- 


ally differ d from him in the affair of per- 


ſecution; and therefore twas very unrea- 
ſonable in you, to reproach us for not de- 
fending him therein. Could you believe in 
your conſcience, that after all our ſufferings, 


we were ſtill fond of being perſecuted? 
However contemptible an opinion you may 


entertain of us, yet I cannot perſuade myſelf, 


you imagine we were ſo far deveſted of hu- 


man nature, and ſunk below the brute crea- 
tures themſelves, as to court ſuffering and 
trouble. And had you really thought we 
could reckon perſecution a kind obligation 
and favour, I queſtion whether your good 
nature would have permitted you to be ſo com- 


. as to plead in the behalf of it: for 


all 


all the world ſees you do this purely for bur 
ſakes. And is it fibt obvious, that we could 
not defend Calvin in this eaſe, without thait- 
taining the right of our advetſaties to oppreſs 
and petſecute us? Believe it, Sir, we are too 
well taught by experience, what are yout pro- 
per ſandt ions, lighteſt cenſures, and inconſiderable 
negative diſcouragements, and legul incapacities, 
to be fond of them, or to ſpeak one word to 
juſtify them. You are not inſenſible how 
earneſtly we ſtruggled againſt theſs proper 
ſanctions, when they were propos'd by mien, 
who in all appearahce had much lefs affe- 
ion to the proteſtant religion than Mr. P;t- 
lonniere. And what reaſon could you have to 
think we have ſince changed our minds? Or 
if our behaviour on thoſe occafions was too 
remote to be recollected eaſily by you, in 
order to your judging rightly concerning us; 
tho' you can go much farther back when 
tis with a defign to miſrepreſent us; yet one 

would think, the late declaration we have 
made of out judgment in the moſt public man- 
ner that we could well do it, ſnould have ſatis- 
fied you how utterly we abhor this abomina- 
tion. I now refer to what we declat'd in our 
laſt Addreſs to the King, and the thing is ſo 
lately done, that it cannot be ſuppos'd you 

had * it, when you neyertheleſs cant- 
ingly 
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ingly complain of our not drawing our pens 
in this controverſy. Give me leave to re- 
freſh your memory, by ſetting down the 
words I refer to in that Addreſs of the Diſen- 

tert. 

*. Our orintiples are, as we hope, the moſt 
* friendly to mankind; amounting to no 
mote than thoſe of a general toleration to 
all peaceable ſubjects, univerſal love, and 
charity for all chriſtians; and to act always 
in matters of religion, as God ſhall give 
us light in his will about them. 
After ſo public a declaration of our prin- 
eiples, as this, were it not that you profeſs 
your ſelf à friend to perſecution, and ſo to 
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be diſſatisfied with the arguments by which it 


has been expos'd ; we ſhould reckon ourſelves 
gteatly injur'd, when 'tis queſtion'd whether 
we are able to perceive the clear evidence, 
which his of late years been given of the 
odious nature of perſecution z or when we can 
be ſuſpected to be capable of writing in de- 
fence of ic. We may give over our abhorrence 
of popery, if we can reconcile our minds to 
this, which i certainly one of the work 
things im it. Tis not only a eruel and bar- 
barous incroachment upon the rights and li- 
berties of mankind; but a bold and daring in- 
vaſes of the prefogative of God, To him 

| E alone 
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alone it belongs to give laws to the conſci- 
ences af men; and whoever arrogates this 
power, ſets up himſelf in the place of God 
himſelf. Thar the civil magiſtrate may pu- 
niſh immorality, and whatever is in its own 
nature prejudicial to the ſtate, is unqueſtiona- 
ble; but that he has any right to direct his 
ſubjects what religion they ſhall chuſe, or 
puniſh them for differing from him in ſuch 
matters, has not yet been made appear; and 
you ſhew yourſelf unable to produce either 
reaſon or ſcripture for it. We have not in 
the New Tefament the leaſt hint of Chriſt's 
authorizing his miniſters to compel men by 
any temporal penalties, or to call in the ſe- 
_ cular arm to inforce and execute their cen- 
ſures, which are to be purely of a ſpiritual 
nature. The thing is contrary to our Lord's 
deſign, vho came to ſave mens lives, and not to 
deſtroy them ; and who therefore rebuked his 
forward diſciples ſor that ſpirit they diſco- 
ver'd, when they were eager to have a tem- 
poral vengeance inflicted upon ſuch as recei- 
ved not him and them, Luke ix. 55. And if men 
refuſe to receive his miniſters, the only rule he 
has given them, is to leave them, ſhaking of 
the duſt of their feet againſt them. Nor did chri- 
ſtians, while they retain'd any conſiderable de- 
gree of their original purity, ever dream of 
g the 
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the lawfulneſs of ſpreading their religion, 
by any other force than that of reaſon and ar- 
ment; or of inflicting any other, than ſpi- 
ritual cenſures in the church. Had they not 
been overſpread with groſs corruptions in 
worſhip, diſcipline, and morals, they might 
have ſtood their ground, as they did before 
againſt a more violent oppoſition. But thoſe 
unhappily prepared them to hearken to the 
moſt miſchievous ſuggeſtion of turning the 
church into a kingdom of this world, and 
of calling in a worldly power to inforce 
its ſpiricual authority. Nor can men juſtify 
proteſtants perſecuting one another by. any 
arguments, which will not juſtify papiſts, 
mahometans, and heathens in their perſecu- 
tions. For if the magiſtrate's perſuaſion of 
his being in the right in one | caſe, will 
warrant his uſing force to compel his ſubjects 
to agree with him, it will in like manner 
warrant him to uſe force in any other, 
There is no fitneſs in perſecution, as a means, 
to promote the end aim'd at; it will never 
enlighten the underſtanding, or convince the 
judgment; but ſerves only to tempt men to 
be hypocrites, to wound their conſciences, 
and to ruin their ſouls. And when theſe, 
and abundance of other arguments, ſo fully 
prove the unlawfulneſs of perſecution ;. we 
| E 2 hope 
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hope we fhall ſatisfy the reft of the world, if 
we can't yourſelf, that our conduct is —_y | 
juſt i in forbearing to plead for it. 
What then? Shall we juftify Mr. Pillonnis * 
ere, in all the ſevere cenſures which he paſſes 
upon the ſectaries, upon proteſtants in gene- 
ral, and upon the firft reformers, and par- 
ticularly Calvin? Shall we approve of his 
zeal againſt perſecution, when it carries him 
fo far as to ſay, as you tell us he does, g. 49. 
That he can eafily believe, that there is an 
* bypoſtatical union of the evil ſpirit with 
F thoſe men who plead for it?” Shall we 
think ſo of Calvin, and the other reformers 
who did thus, as you fay he aſſures us they 
did within a few lines? Shall we applaud him 
for the other paſſage you quote from him 3 
* will add no more but one word for Mc 
© ſieurs of the church of Rome, with regard 
& to this famous book [ of the Bp. of Mrwnx] 
©. which they look upon with camplaceney, 
ce and that juſtly, as the gag of the Eutherans 
© and Calumifts; I add, of all our ſectaries, 
F who, like theſe laſt, are capable | You 
thould have ſaid guilty, for that is the Exglhh 
of coupabl:s} © of the groſſeſt prevaricatis 
„ ons, with which we all in common rex 
i. proach'd the church of Rex, In ſhort, 
& 271 expoſing proteſtant popery to the de: 
riſion 
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* rifion and indignation of the multicuds; 
* the Biſhop of «Afeaux, far from ſhaking 
* the foundations of our reformation, does 
© bur ſhew us the neceſſity of rectify ing and 
* perfc&ing.the plan of it; and of defers 
* ving. [Lou have again miſtaken your 
author, and there is no ſenſe in his words, 
according to your tranſlation of et weriter; for 
it refers to the Biſhop of Meaus (being in 
the French connected in conſtruction with 
ne fait que) and therefore ſhould be turn- 
ed, end deſerves] thereby the thanks 
* of thoſe among us, Who are at work 
4 to eltabliſh the chriſtian, and proteftans 
i religion, on the ruins of the former. 
Let the church of Rowe then vaunt her- 
* ſelf, as much as ſhe pleaſes, of her repri- 
** ſals upon the Luthers, the Caluims, the Go: 
* mars, the Jurieux, G c. the fathers o Dor 
F recht, of Aug burg, of Charenton, of Priuat, 
F* of Gap, of Tonneins, &c. Let her know, 
& that their conduct is the great ſubject of 
* our tears, as well as the too juſt occafion 
* of her triumphs; and that we dare not 
F determine, whether the reformation hag 
© received more good or harm from _ 
'* doughty: acts. 
Now T wil noe ſtick 10:ſpoak ſrechy my 
Frans concerning theſe paſſages, And 1 
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own, I cannot well gueſs whom he means by 
the ſedaries. If he means the proteſtant dif- 
ſenters, he may ſee, by what I have already 
faid, that he widely miſtakes them, ſince they 
generally declare for toleration. His miſre- 
preſentation may be excuſed from his being 
a ſtranger to us and our principles ; and I 
hope ic will be a comfort to him, who com- 
plains of the ſmalneſs of the number of thoſe, 
who go upon the true and only defenſible 
ground of the reformation, to hear that God 
has reſerv'd to himſelf, IJ dont ſay, ſeven, 


but many times ſever thouſand. who have not 


bowed the knee &c. I think too, he is unjuſt 
to the proteſtants, by repreſenting them in 
general as friends to perſecution. How little 
of this is to be met with in the neighbouring 
ſeven provinces, or in general among the Cal- 
viniſts at this day ? | 

Some of our reformers, 'tis certain, were of 
an eager and warm temper, and too liable to 
be charg'd with perſecution ; and Calvin can- 
not be clear'd in this reſpect. I cannot ima- 
gin what can deſerye the name of perſecuti- 
on, if the putting Michael Seruet to death 
for hereſy do's not, which yet was by Ca- 
wvin's advice and inſtigation. The matter of 
fact is here too notorious to be denied, and 
too groſs to be juſtified. An abominable pra: 
| Qice 
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ctice cannot be ſan&ified by the great name 
of any author. When therefore M. d: Meaux 
reproaches proteſtants as he does, I think that 
part of Mr. Pillonnieres anſwer is very juſt : 
That the conduct of our reformers,in this reſpect, 
is the ſubject of our tears, and the too juſt occafion 
of the church of Rome's triumphs, But I muſt 
take the liberty to add, that however ſeverely 
proteſtants condemn the thing itſelf; yet 
there is no need they ſhould themſelves expa- 
tiate in invectives againſt the firſt reformers, 
who were not wholly clear of it. I think Mr. 
Pillonniere's expreſſion is by far too ſevere, 
when he ſays, he dare not determine, whether 
the reformation has received more good or harm by 
their ats, The church of God is unqueſtiona- 
bly indebted to them in a great degree, for 
the good they did in reforming the ſtate of 
chriſtianity, and in recovering the liberties of 
mankind. This is certainly a conſiderable ad- 
vantage ; Whereas they may reaſonably be 
excus'd, from being the proper authors ofthe 


harm which they did to the reformation. 


Perſecution was an abomination which had 
overſpread the world before they were born 
into it, and it was their unhappineſs, that 
they did not know theſe depths of Satan; for 
which reaſon they are rather to be pitied, 
than inſulted, for their being carried away 

with 
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with the prevailing errour of their time. We 
all have out weakneſſes, and therefore ſhould 
be the mote ready to make allowances to o- 
thers. Perhaps he that now ſees plainly the 
odious nature of this wickedneſs, may be able 


upon trial to look back upon a time, wherein 
he was not himſelf throughly convinc'd of it, 


and free from all inclination to practice it. The 
intrinſic evil of the thing was not formerly fo 
clearly made out and expos d, as it has been of 
late years; which renders the prefent advo- 
cates for perſecution far more inexcuſable 
than Calvin, and the firſt reformers.Particularly 
ſuch men among us act at an unaccountable 


rate, who now the thing has been ſet in ſo 


clear a light, yet ſtill plead for it, not from 
ſcripture or reaſon, but only from ſome un- 
certain and fallible authorities of men, who 


have found themſelves under a temptation to 


practiſe it. However (as I faid before) I 
can't apprehend it is prudent in prote- 


ſtants to be ſevere in their cenſures of thoſe 


famous men; nor can I think they are likely 
much to befriend their cauſe, by making fo 
free wich their reputation, And if I may be 


allow'd to ſpeak my mind, Mr. Pillonniere ha- 


ving ſo lately left the moſt perſecuting com- 


munion in the whole world, might with much 


more decency have ſpar his inuectivas againfſt 


thoſe 
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thoſe great lights of the reformation, who 
deſerve to be mention'd with a far greater 
reſpect and honour. His expreſſion of the 
bypoſtatical union diſpleaſes me more than any 
thing you have cited from him. I ſee no 
reaſon he has to diſlike the ordinary applica- 


tion of that term, to ſignify the unity of the 


aiy& with the human nature of our Saviour: 
but if he diſlike it, yet ſuch things ought to 
be treated with decency and reſpect. Ihmael's 
ſcoffing is reckon'd by the apoſtle perſecu- 
tion, Gal. iv. 29. And Mr. Pillonniere is the 
more inexcuſable in turning thoſe matters ins 
to burleſque, which he knows others treat 
with a religious veneration, becauſe he was 
profeſſedly writing againſt perſecution. 

I am very much miſtaken, if ſuch a holy, 
mortified, laborious life as Calvin's would 
not juſtly intitle him to a far better chara- 
&er, than that of a devil incarnate. When 
we cannot but condemn his practice, let us 
make a due allowance for his circumſtances. 
He was but juſt come out of the darkneſs 
of popery; and what wonder if he did 
not in an inſtant obtain a full and clear 
view of all things? *Tis a difficult matter to 
drive the ſpirit of perſecution out of men. I 
might appeal to the preſent advocates for it, 


as an evidence of my aſſertion. And indeed I 
can hardly think the ſtare of the reformation 
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wou'd have continued in ſo low and perſecu- 
ted a condition ſo long, for now about 200 


years together, had this diſpoſition been eaſy 


to be cured. I am far from ſaying, God de- 
ſign'd nothing elſe by the ſevere afflictions he 
has exerciſed his people with; but yet I can- 


not help thinking, one great deſign of his 


providence has been, to convince us by expe- 
rience of the greatneſs of this wickedneſs, 
which men ſeem naturally ſo inclin'd to. 

As to Calvin, it may be further conſi- 
dered, that he was narrowly watched by his 
Popiſh enemies, who would have been ready 
to charge him as patronizing all the opinions 
of Servetus, if he had not by ſuch a method 
teſtify'd his abhorrence of them. This may 
well be ſuppoſed to ſtrengthen the temprati- 
on Calvin was under, of endeavouring to 
eſtabliſh opinions he was fond of by the help 
of the magiſtrate's power, when he had got it 
on his fide. I wiſh there were not too many 


deplorable examples, to prove how prevalent 


ſuch a temptation is, where men have had 
a zeal of God, but not according to knowledge. 
And truly he that reads Calvin Letters con- 
cerning Servetus, will eaſily perceive he had 
not throughly conſider'd the matter. For he 
pleaded againſt the papiſts perſecuting prote- 
ſtants, not from the unreaſonableneſs and bar- 
barity of perſecution in its own nature; but 


from 
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| from the evidence and certainty of the pro- 
teſtant doctrines, and the monſtrous abſurdi- 
y of the opinions the papiſts would obtrude 
pon men by their ſeveriry. And thus was 
he inconſiſtent with himſelf, in practiſing 
perſecution at the ſame time that he condem- 
ned it ; not conſidering that by this unhappy 
PR he juſtified the popiſh perſecutions. 
For if his perſuaſion that he was himſelf in 
the right, and Michael Servetus in the wrong, 
was a ſufficient ground for his having him 
put to death; the like perſuaſion, which 
doubtleſs ſound of the popiſh perſecuters had, 
muſt have been a ſufficient ground for their 
putting proteſtants to deach. | 
And laſtly, ic muſt be conſider'd, that Cal- 
vin look'd upon Servetus as a very wicked 
man, and his notions to have been abomina- 
bly blaſphemous. This renders his caſe vaſt- 
ly different from thoſe, who perſecuted ſuch 
as they acknowledg'd to be good chriſtians, 
and for things they own'd to be comparative- 
ly trifles. Tho' I dont allege this as ſuffici- 
ent to juſtiſy Calvin, whoſe proceedings I 
own were unwarrantable. And he ſeems to 
me to have widely miſtaken the caſe of Ser- 
vetus, whole opinions were frantic, and cal- 
led for the skill of a phyſician rather than an 
executioner. Tho? he indeed eſteemed them 
of an horrible nature, and to proceed from 


the 


* 
r au. a — 
3 * — 3 
= - > 
3 1 
0 
4 © Hos 


the mickenef of bis Noe. VOY than thy" 


weakneſs of his head: a preſumption which 
can't * ſurely be too much condemn'd,. as 
it has cauſed ſo much miſchief and cruelty 
in the world. But would any one think that 
man's intellectuals were ſound, who held: 
© That the ſoul of Chriſt is God, and that 
« the fleſh. of Chriſt is God; and that as 
ce well the fleſh, as the ſoul, were in the 
very ſubionce of the godhead from all 
eternity: that the ſubſtantial godhead is 
in all creatures: that the ſoul of man, al- 
tho' it be not God, is made God by the 
Spirit, which is God himſelf? And yet 
theſe were ſome of the notions, which 
Knox, Againſt the adverſaries of God's * . 
nation, p. 208, 209. tells us he maintained. 
Such circumſtances incline me to judge as 
favourably as I can of Calvin, while I freely 
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declare my utter abhorrence of the fact itſelf. 


And by this you may ſee, we are willing 
to ſay as much as we can, conſiſtent with 
our own principles, in Calvins behalf. And 
if you who have ſaid nothing, or what is 
next to nothing, in his defence, can help us 
to a fuller juſtification of him, you will very 
much oblige us, and particularly, n 
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. | Tour bumble Servant, 
Exon, Nov. ? | 2 wry. 43 
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